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E.O. 11652: GDS 

TAGS: PLOS 

SUBJECT: LOS: GROUP OF FIVE MEETING, MOSCOW, JANUARY 25-27, 

1978 

BEGIN SUMMARY: GROUP OF FIVE (US, USSR, FRANCE, UK AND 
JAPAN) MET IN MOSCOW JANUARY 25-27 FOR PLENARY AND EXPERT 
CONSULTATIONS COVERING PROCEDURAL MATTERS AND ISSUES ARIS- 
ING OUT OF ICNT TEXTS ON COMMITTEE I AND II AND DISPUTE 
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SETTLEMENT MATTERS. RESULT WAS A MIXTURE OF SOLID AGREEMENT 
ON SOME ISSUES AND MARKED DISAGREEMENT ON OTHERS. ALL AGREED 
THAT FURTHER THOUGHT NEEDED ON UTILITY AND COMPOSITION OF 
NEGOTIATING GROUPS. GROUP HEARD US REPORT OF SRI LANKAN 
GOVERNMENT REFUSAL TO KEEP AMERASINGHE ON ITS DELEGATION AND 
AGREED TO SUPPORT HIS RETENTION IN PRESIDENCY ON BASIS OF 
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CLEAR ACQUIESCENCE BY HIS GOVERNMENT. ALTHOUGH USSR SOFTER 
THAN OTHERS, G-5 AGREED THAT ACCEPTABLE SEABED MINING TEXT 
IS ESSENTIAL TO A TREATY. MODIFIED TEXTS WILL BE PREPARED 
FOR FURTHER G-5 CONSIDERATION AT INTERSESSIONALS . GROUP 
WENT HALF-WAY TOWARD MEETING SOVIET DESIRE FOR CHANGES IN- 
TENDED TO CLARIFY HIGH SEAS CHARACTER OF EEZ BUT BALKED AT 
RADICAL CHANGES THAT MIGHT UPSET REASONABLY SATISFACTORY 
ICNT PROVISIONS. US AND USSR HAD SERIOUS DIFFERENCES WITH 
UK AND FRANCE ON NEED TO HELP LL/GDS, ESPECIALLY AMONG DE- 
VELOPING COUNTRIES, IN CONJUNCTION WITH EFFORT TO GET THEIR 
SUPPORT FOR AN EQUITABLE SEABEDS REGIME. UK AND FRANCE 
LEANED HEAVILY ON EC COMPETENCE IN FISHERIES MATTERS AND ON- 
LY RELUCTANTLY AGREED TO DISCUSS LL/GDS PROBLEM AT FUTURE 
DATE. US AND JAPAN RESISTED SOVIET EFFORT TO EXEMPT SALMON 
DISPUTES FROM ADJUDICATION. US STATED ITS DISSATISFACTION 
WITH MARINE SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH PROVISIONS OF ICNT AND ITS 
INTENTION TO SEEK CHANGES. FINALLY, G-5 RESPONDED FAVOR- 
ABLY TO US PLEA FOR CONTINUED RESTRAINT ON MUTUAL CRITICISM 
OUTSIDE OF THE GROUP, SUBSTANTIVE DIFFERENCES ASIDE. END 
SUMMARY. 

1 . PROCEDURES. US EXPRESSED OPTIMISM OVER RECENT CONSEN- 
SUS ON PROCEDURES TO BE FOLLOWED IN FUTURE, BUT FRANCE CAU- 
TIONED THAT G-77 RADICALS MAY YET CHALLENGE CONSENSUS. 

GIVEN PROBLEM THAT SUFFICIENTLY BROADLY-BASED NEGOTIATING 
GROUPS WOULD BE TOO LARGE TO BE PRODUCTIVE, G-5 DISCUSSED 
AMERASINGHE'S NEED FOR SKILLED DRAFTING AND NEGOTIATING 
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ASSISTANCE, ESPECIALLY IF HE IS TO CONSULT INDIVIDUALLY 
WITH MANY DELEGATIONS. 

2. STATUS OF AMERASINGHE. BEFORE MEETING ENDED, US REPOR- 
TED LATEST INFORMATION THAT SRI LANKAN GOVERNMENT HAD RE- 
FUSED GIVE AMERASINGHE PLACE ON ITS LOS DELEGATION, A CON- 
DITION FOR RETENTION OF THE PRESIDENCY STATED BY CHILE AND 
OTHER LATIN AMERICANS. G-5 AGREED TO SUPPORT AMERASINGHE'S 
RETENTION ON BASIS OF UNEQUIVOCAL STATEMENT FROM GSL POSING 
NO OBJECTION ALONG LINES OF LETTER REPORTEDLY SENT TO 
UNSYG BY PM JAYAWARDENE. UK, FRANCE AND USSR THOUGHT 
AMERASINGHE AND CONFERENCE WOULD BE ON SOLIDER GROUND IF 
LETTER WERE PUBLISHED. GSL, AMERASINGHE AND LATINS WOULD 
ALL HAVE TO BE CONSULTED. 

3. SEABED MINING. ALL AGREED THAT THERE COULD BE NO 
TREATY, WHATEVER ITS PROSPECTIVE BENEFITS, WITHOUT A SEABED 
REGIME THAT GIVES ASSURED ACCESS TO STATES AND PRIVATE 
PARTIES, WITH THE USSR APPARENTLY PREPARED TO SETTLE FOR 
CONSIDERABLY LESS THAN THE OTHERS AND MORE SENSITIVE TO THE 
NEED TO AVOID CONFRONTATION WITH THE G-77. EACH OF THE FIVE 
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WILL PREPARE MODIFIED TEXTS ON DIFFERENT SEABEDS TOPICS, 

BUT NONE WILL BE FLOATED UNTIL ALL HAVE AGREED ON BOTH 
TACTICS FOR DOING SO AND THE SUBSTANCE OF THE PROPOSED MODI- 
FICATIONS. THE US OFFERED TO PREPARE TEXTS ON FINANCIAL 
ARRANGEMENTS, RESOURCE POLICY AND TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER FOR 
G-5 CONSIDERATION AT THE INTERSESSIONALS. THE G-5 MAY DRAW 
ON THE SUBSTANCE OF PORTIONS OF THE EVENSEN THIRD REVISION, 
ALTHOUGH EVENSEN AND HIS NAME CAN PROBABLY NOT BE USEFULLY 
FURTHER EMPLOYED. USSR REPORTED ON RECENT TALKS WITH ENGO 
IN WHICH LATTER DEFENDED ICNT PART XI BY CLAIMING THAT 
EVENSEN’S DRAFT WAS NOT THE PRODUCT OF BROAD CONSULTATIONS 

AND HAD DRAWN FIRE FROM G-77, COMPELLING ENGO TO MAKE 
CHANGES. HE UNDERSTANDS, HOWEVER, THAT CHANGES WILL BE 
NEEDED, AND HE HAS NO AMBITION TO RESUME LEAD ROLE. (USSR 
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JUDGES LATTER ATTITUDE IS CONTINGENT ON SIMILAR SELF-DENIAL 
BY EVENSEN AND BELIEVES EVENSEN WILL NOT INSIST ON PROMINENT 
ROLE IN FUTURE.) ON FRINGES OF MEETING, UK INFORMALLY GAVE 
US COPY OF EC-9 DRAFT CHANGES TO PART XI, AND US AND FRANCE 
AGREED TO DISCUSS QUOTA/ANTI-MONOPOLY ISSUE BILATERALLY AT 
THE INTERSESSIONALS. 

4. STATUS OF EEZ. USSR REPORTED AGREEMENT WITH AGUILAR ON 
NEW, LESS EQUIVOCAL LANGUAGE ON ICNT ARTICLE 89 AND EX- 
PRESSED DESIRE TO DELETE ARTICLE 86 IN ADDITION IN ORDER TO 
CLEARLY ESTABLISH THE HIGH SEAS STATUS OF THE EEZ. US SAW 
VALUE IN NEW LANGUAGE BUT CAUTIONED AGAINST UPSETTING DELI- 
CATE COMPROMISE WORKED OUT IN ICNT (ARTICLE 58 CROSS REF- 
ERENCE) BY PUSHING FOR DELETION OF ARTICLE 86. IN EXPERTS 
MEETING, AGUILAR'S QUOTE AGREEMENT UNQUOTE WAS LESS CLEAR 
BUT AGREEMENT WAS REACHED ON SOMEWHAT REVISED NEW ARTICLE 
89 WHILE DELETION OF ARTICLE 86 WAS REJECTED BY ALL BUT 

USSR, ALTHOUGH FRENCH SHOWED SOME SYMPATHY FOR SOVIET 
POSITION. 

5. DEFINITION OF THE CONTINENTAL SHELF. EXPERTS OF THE 
USSR, WHICH HAS SUPPORTED A FORMULA FOR DEFINING THE OUTER 
EDGE BY THE 200 MILE LIMIT OR THE 500 METER ISOBATH, SUG- 
GESTED THAT CONSIDERATION OUGHT TO BE GIVEN TO THE POSSI- 
BILITY OF A FORMULA WHEREBY THE LIMIT WOULD BE SET AT 200 
NAUTICAL MILES OR AT THE FOOT OF THE SLOPE PROVIDED IT WAS 
NO MORE THAN PERHAPS 50 MILES BEYOND 200 MILES. THE UK, 

FRANCE AND THE US SUPPORTED THE IRISH FORMULA. THE JAPAN- 
ESE OPPOSED 500 METERS AND THE IRISH FORMULA BUT DID NOT 
COMMENT ON THE SOVIET FORMULA. 

6. STRAITS AND ARCHIPELAGOES. THE US TOOK THE OPPORTUNITY 
TO INDICATE TO THE SOVIETS, WHO HAD RAISED THE SUBJECTS, 
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THAT AS FAR AS IT WAS CONCERNED NEGOTIATIONS ON STRAITS AND 
ARCHIPELAGOES WERE CLOSED AND THAT THE GROUP SHOULD NOT 
CONSIDER IN A SUBSTANTIVE WAY SPANISH, MOROCCAN, GREEK OR 
PHILIPPINE AMENDMENTS ON STRAITS OR ARCHIPELAGOES. THIS 
POSITION WAS SUPPORTED BY THE UK. IT IS NOT CLEAR, HOWEVER, 
WHAT THE SOVIET MOTIVE WAS FOR RAISING THE ISSUES AT ALL. 

7. LL/GDS. G-5 WAS BADLY SPLIT ON THIS QUESTION, WITH US 
AND USSR COUNSELING NEED TO GIVE AT LEAST APPEARANCE OF 
SUPPORT FOR LL/GDS ASPIRATIONS AND UK AND FRANCE RESISTING. 
LATTER TWO REJECTED US ARGUMENT THAT LL/GDS CONTENTMENT IS 
LINKED TO SATISFACTORY RESOLUTION OF SEABEDS DIFFERENCES 
AND. POINTING TO EC COMPETENCE WHERE FISHERIES ARE 

CONCERNED, ONLY RELUCTANTLY AGREED TO CONSIDER LL/GDS 
PROBLEM FURTHER. 

8. PREAMBLE AND FINAL CLAUSES. ALL AGREED THAT CONFERENCE 
DISCUSSION OF PREAMBLE AND FINAL CLAUSES. ESPECIALLY WITH 
RESPECT TO RESERVATIONS AND ENTRY INTO FORCE, SHOULD BE 
AVOIDED UNTIL THE VERY END. G-5 EXPERTS WILL TAKE UP THIS 
SUBJECT DURING EARLY STAGES OF SEVENTH SESSION. 

9. MARINE SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH. US STATED ITS CONTINUING 
DISSATISFACTION WITH MARINE SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH PROVISIONS 
AND INTENTION TO SEEK CHANGES. USSR RESPONDED THAT COMPRO- 
MISES SHOULD NOT BE UPSET BUT ALSO REPORTED ENGO'S DIS- 
AVOWAL OF ANY INTENTION TO HAVE THE AUTHORITY REGULATE OR 
INHIBIT RESEARCH ON THE HIGH SEAS, CONTRARY ICNT LANGUAGE 
NOTWITHSTANDING. 

10. COMPULSORY SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES. THE USSR SOUGHT 

TO EXEMPT FROM ADJUDICATION DISPUTES RELATING TO ANADROMOUS 
(SALMON) AND CATADROMOUS SPECIES, WHILE JAPAN EXPRESSED 
DOUBTS ABOUT SUCH MODIFICATION. THE US MAINTAINED ITS 
POSITION WITH RESPECT TO THE CASTANEDA TEXT ON THE SUBJECT 
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OF DISPUTE SETTLEMENT APPLICABLE TO FISHERIES (THE LATTER 
TEXT WAS A PART OF A PACKAGE DEAL WHICH WE COULD NOT 
ACTIVELY OPPOSE). THE EXPERTS AGREED ON A REVISION TO 
ARTICLE 297. l.B REGARDING THE EXEMPTION OF ENFORCEMENT 
ACTIVITIES. USSR CONTINUED TO MAINTAIN ITS DESIRE TO DE- 
LETE ALL THE PROVISOS REGARDING THE SUBJECTION OF BOUNDARY 
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DISPUTES TO DISPUTE SETTLEMENT (ARTICLE 297.1. A). IF THIS 
SHOULD NOT PROVE POSSIBLE, THEY WOULD CONSIDER THE US SUG- 
GESTION OF EXCLUDING DISPUTES REGARDING SEA BOUNDARIES 
WHICH HAD ARISEN PRIOR TO THE ENTRY INTO FORCE OF AN LOS 
CONVENTION. THE GROUP WAS INFORMED THAT, AT THE BEGINNING 
OF THE INTERSESSIONAL MEETING IN FEBRUARY, AMERASINGHE 
PLANS TO ASK FOR COMMENTS ON DISPUTE SETTLEMENT AND TO 
DISCUSS THESE COMMENTS NEAR THE END OF THE MEETING. 

II. G-5 SOLIDARITY. FRANCE AND USSR SUPPORTED, AND OTHERS 
POSED NO OBJECTION TO, US VIEW THAT, SUBSTANTIVE DIFFER- 
ENCES ASIDE, NO G-5 MEMBER SHOULD CRITICIZE OUTSIDE OF THE 
GROUP ANY OTHER’S POSITION ON MATTERS OF VITAL INTEREST. 
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E.O. 11652: GDS 

TAGS: PLOS 

SUBJECT: LOS: GROUP OF FIVE MEETING, MOSCOW, JANUARY 25-27, 

1978 

BEGIN SUMMARY: GROUP OF FIVE (US, USSR, FRANCE, UK AND 
JAPAN) MET IN MOSCOW JANUARY 25-27 FOR PLENARY AND EXPERT 
CONSULTATIONS COVERING PROCEDURAL MATTERS AND ISSUES ARIS- 
ING OUT OF ICNT TEXTS ON COMMITTEE I AND II AND DISPUTE 
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SETTLEMENT MATTERS. RESULT WAS A MIXTURE OF SOLID AGREEMENT 
ON SOME ISSUES AND MARKED DISAGREEMENT ON OTHERS. ALL AGREED 
THAT FURTHER THOUGHT NEEDED ON UTILITY AND COMPOSITION OF 
NEGOTIATING GROUPS. GROUP HEARD US REPORT OF SRI LANKAN 
GOVERNMENT REFUSAL TO KEEP AMERASINGHE ON ITS DELEGATION AND 
AGREED TO SUPPORT HIS RETENTION IN PRESIDENCY ON BASIS OF 
Cl .EAR ACQUIESCENCE BY HIS GOVERNMENT. ALTHOUGH USSR SOFTER 
THAN OTHERS, G-5 AGREED THAT ACCEPTABLE SEABED MINING TEXT 
IS ESSENTIAL TO A TREATY. MODIFIED TEXTS WILL BE PREPARED 
FOR FURTHER G-5 CONSIDERATION AT INTERSESSIONALS . GROUP 
WENT HALF-WAY TOWARD MEETING SOVIET DESIRE FOR CHANGES IN- 
TENDED TO CLARIFY HIGH SEAS CHARACTER OF EEZ BUT BALKED AT 
RADICAL CHANGES THAT MIGHT UPSET REASONABLY SATISFACTORY 
ICNT PROVISIONS. US AND USSR HAD SERIOUS DIFFERENCES WITH 
UK AND FRANCE ON NEED TO HELP LL/GDS, ESPECIALLY AMONG DE- 
VELOPING COUNTRIES, IN CONJUNCTION WITH EFFORT TO GET THEIR 
SUPPORT FOR AN EQUITABLE SEABEDS REGIME. UK AND FRANCE 
LEANED HEAVILY ON EC COMPETENCE IN FISHERIES MATTERS AND ON- 
LY RELUCTANTLY AGREED TO DISCUSS LL/GDS PROBLEM AT FUTURE 
DATE. US AND JAPAN RESISTED SOVIET EFFORT TO EXEMPT SALMON 
DISPUTES FROM ADJUDICATION. US STATED ITS DISSATISFACTION 
WITH MARINE SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH PROVISIONS OF ICNT AND ITS 
INTENTION TO SEEK CHANGES. FINALLY, G-5 RESPONDED FAVOR- 
ABLY TO US PLEA FOR CONTINUED RESTRAINT ON MUTUAL CRITICISM 
OUTSIDE OF THE GROUP, SUBSTANTIVE DIFFERENCES ASIDE. END 
SUMMARY. 

1 . PROCEDURES. US EXPRESSED OPTIMISM OVER RECENT CONSEN- 
SUS ON PROCEDURES TO BE FOLLOWED IN FUTURE, BUT FRANCE CAU- 
TIONED THAT G-77 RADICALS MAY YET CHALLENGE CONSENSUS. 

GIVEN PROBLEM THAT SUFFICIENTLY BROADLY-BASED NEGOTIATING 
GROUPS WOULD BE TOO LARGE TO BE PRODUCTIVE, G-5 DISCUSSED 
AMERASINGHE'S NEED FOR SKILLED DRAFTING AND NEGOTIATING 
CONFIDENTIAL 
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ASSISTANCE, ESPECIALLY IF HE IS TO CONSULT INDIVIDUALLY 
WITH MANY DELEGATIONS. 

2. STATUS OF AMERASINGHE. BEFORE MEETING ENDED, US REPOR- 
TED LATEST INFORMATION THAT SRI LANKAN GOVERNMENT HAD RE- 
FUSED GIVE AMERASINGHE PLACE ON ITS LOS DELEGATION, A CON- 
DITION FOR RETENTION OF THE PRESIDENCY STATED BY CHILE AND 
OTHER LATIN AMERICANS. G-5 AGREED TO SUPPORT AMERASINGHE'S 
RETENTION ON BASIS OF UNEQUIVOCAL STATEMENT FROM GSL POSING 
NO OBJECTION ALONG LINES OF LETTER REPORTEDLY SENT TO 
UNSYG BY PM JAYAWARDENE. UK, FRANCE AND USSR THOUGHT 
AMERASINGHE AND CONFERENCE WOULD BE ON SOLIDER GROUND IF 
LETTER WERE PUBLISHED. GSL, AMERASINGHE AND LATINS WOULD 
ALL HAVE TO BE CONSULTED. 

3. SEABED MINING. ALL AGREED THAT THERE COULD BE NO 
TREATY, WHATEVER ITS PROSPECTIVE BENEFITS, WITHOUT A SEABED 
REGIME THAT GIVES ASSURED ACCESS TO STATES AND PRIVATE 
PARTIES, WITH THE USSR APPARENTLY PREPARED TO SETTLE FOR 
CONSIDERABLY LESS THAN THE OTHERS AND MORE SENSITIVE TO THE 
NEED TO AVOID CONFRONTATION WITH THE G-77. EACH OF THE FIVE 
WILL PREPARE MODIFIED TEXTS ON DIFFERENT SEABEDS TOPICS, 

BUT NONE WILL BE FLOATED UNTIL ALL HAVE AGREED ON BOTH 
TACTICS FOR DOING SO AND THE SUBSTANCE OF THE PROPOSED MODI- 
FICATIONS. THE US OFFERED TO PREPARE TEXTS ON FINANCIAL 
ARRANGEMENTS, RESOURCE POLICY AND TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER FOR 
G-5 CONSIDERATION AT THE INTERSESSIONALS. THE G-5 MAY DRAW 
ON THE SUBSTANCE OF PORTIONS OF THE EVENSEN THIRD REVISION, 
ALTHOUGH EVENSEN AND HIS NAME CAN PROBABLY NOT BE USEFULLY 
FURTHER EMPLOYED. USSR REPORTED ON RECENT TALKS WITH ENGO 
IN WHICH LATTER DEFENDED ICNT PART XI BY CLAIMING THAT 
EVENSEN'S DRAFT WAS NOT THE PRODUCT OF BROAD CONSULTATIONS 

AND HAD DRAWN FIRE FROM G-77, COMPELLING ENGO TO MAKE 
CHANGES. HE UNDERSTANDS, HOWEVER, THAT CHANGES WILL BE 
NEEDED, AND HE HAS NO AMBITION TO RESUME LEAD ROLE. (USSR 
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JUDGES LATTER ATTITUDE IS CONTINGENT ON SIMILAR SELF-DENIAL 
BY EVENSEN AND BELIEVES EVENSEN WILL NOT INSIST ON PROMINENT 
ROLE IN FUTURE.) ON FRINGES OF MEETING, UK INFORMALLY GAVE 
US COPY OF EC-9 DRAFT CHANGES TO PART XI, AND US AND FRANCE 
AGREED TO DISCUSS QUOTA/ANTI-MONOPOLY ISSUE BILATERALLY AT 
THE INTERSESSIONALS. 
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4. STATUS OF EEZ. USSR REPORTED AGREEMENT WITH AGUILAR ON 
NEW, LESS EQUIVOCAL LANGUAGE ON ICNT ARTICLE 89 AND EX- 
PRESSED DESIRE TO DELETE ARTICLE 86 IN ADDITION IN ORDER TO 
CLEARLY ESTABLISH THE HIGH SEAS STATUS OF THE EEZ. US SAW 
VALUE IN NEW LANGUAGE BUT CAUTIONED AGAINST UPSETTING DELI- 
CATE COMPROMISE WORKED OUT IN ICNT (ARTICLE 58 CROSS REF- 
ERENCE) BY PUSHING FOR DELETION OF ARTICLE 86. IN EXPERTS 
MEETING, AGUILAR'S QUOTE AGREEMENT UNQUOTE WAS LESS CLEAR 
BUT AGREEMENT WAS REACHED ON SOMEWHAT REVISED NEW ARTICLE 
89 WHILE DELETION OF ARTICLE 86 WAS REJECTED BY ALL BUT 

USSR, ALTHOUGH FRENCH SHOWED SOME SYMPATHY FOR SOVIET 
POSITION. 

5. DEFINITION OF THE CONTINENTAL SHELF. EXPERTS OF THE 
USSR, WHICH HAS SUPPORTED A FORMULA FOR DEFINING THE OUTER 
EDGE BY THE 200 MILE LIMIT OR THE 500 METER ISOBATH, SUG- 
GESTED THAT CONSIDERATION OUGHT TO BE GIVEN TO THE POSSI- 
BILITY OF A FORMULA WHEREBY THE LIMIT WOULD BE SET AT 200 
NAUTICAL MILES OR AT THE FOOT OF THE SLOPE PROVIDED IT WAS 
NO MORE THAN PERHAPS 50 MILES BEYOND 200 MILES. THE UK, 

FRANCE AND THE US SUPPORTED THE IRISH FORMULA. THE JAPAN- 
ESE OPPOSED 500 METERS AND THE IRISH FORMULA BUT DID NOT 
COMMENT ON THE SOVIET FORMULA. 

6. STRAITS AND ARCHIPELAGOES. THE US TOOK THE OPPORTUNITY 
TO INDICATE TO THE SOVIETS, WHO HAD RAISED THE SUBJECTS, 
CONFIDENTIAL 
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THAT AS FAR AS IT WAS CONCERNED NEGOTIATIONS ON STRAITS AND 
ARCHIPELAGOES WERE CLOSED AND THAT THE GROUP SHOULD NOT 
CONSIDER IN A SUBSTANTIVE WAY SPANISH, MOROCCAN, GREEK OR 
PHILIPPINE AMENDMENTS ON STRAITS OR ARCHIPELAGOES. THIS 
POSITION WAS SUPPORTED BY THE UK. IT IS NOT CLEAR, HOWEVER, 
WHAT THE SOVIET MOTIVE WAS FOR RAISING THE ISSUES AT ALL. 

7. LL/GDS. G-5 WAS BADLY SPLIT ON THIS QUESTION, WITH US 
AND USSR COUNSELING NEED TO GIVE AT LEAST APPEARANCE OF 
SUPPORT FOR LL/GDS ASPIRATIONS AND UK AND FRANCE RESISTING. 
LATTER TWO REJECTED US ARGUMENT THAT LL/GDS CONTENTMENT IS 
LINKED TO SATISFACTORY RESOLUTION OF SEABEDS DIFFERENCES 
AND. POINTING TO EC COMPETENCE WHERE FISHERIES ARE 

CONCERNED, ONLY RELUCTANTLY AGREED TO CONSIDER LL/GDS 
PROBLEM FURTHER. 

8. PREAMBLE AND FINAL CLAUSES. ALL AGREED THAT CONFERENCE 
DISCUSSION OF PREAMBLE AND FINAL CLAUSES. ESPECIALLY WITH 
RESPECT TO RESERVATIONS AND ENTRY INTO FORCE, SHOULD BE 
AVOIDED UNTIL THE VERY END. G-5 EXPERTS WILL TAKE UP THIS 
SUBJECT DURING EARLY STAGES OF SEVENTH SESSION. 
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9. MARINE SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH. US STATED ITS CONTINUING 
DISSATISFACTION WITH MARINE SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH PROVISIONS 
AND INTENTION TO SEEK CHANGES. USSR RESPONDED THAT COMPRO- 
MISES SHOULD NOT BE UPSET BUT ALSO REPORTED ENGO'S DIS- 
AVOWAL OF ANY INTENTION TO HAVE THE AUTHORITY REGULATE OR 
INHIBIT RESEARCH ON THE HIGH SEAS, CONTRARY ICNT LANGUAGE 
NOTWITHSTANDING. 

10. COMPULSORY SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES. THE USSR SOUGHT 

TO EXEMPT FROM ADIUDICATION DISPUTES RELATING TO ANADROMOUS 
(SALMON) AND CATADROMOUS SPECIES, WHILE JAPAN EXPRESSED 
DOUBTS ABOUT SUCH MODIFICATION. THE US MAINTAINED ITS 
POSITION WITH RESPECT TO THE CASTANEDA TEXT ON THE SUBIECT 
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OF DISPUTE SETTLEMENT APPLICABLE TO FISHERIES (THE LATTER 
TEXT WAS A PART OF A PACKAGE DEAL WHICH WE COULD NOT 
ACTIVELY OPPOSE). THE EXPERTS AGREED ON A REVISION TO 
ARTICLE 297. l.B REGARDING THE EXEMPTION OF ENFORCEMENT 
ACTIVITIES. USSR CONTINUED TO MAINTAIN ITS DESIRE TO DE- 
LETE ALL THE PROVISOS REGARDING THE SUBJECTION OF BOUNDARY 
DISPUTES TO DISPUTE SETTLEMENT (ARTICLE 297. l.A). IF THIS 
SHOULD NOT PROVE POSSIBLE, THEY WOULD CONSIDER THE US SUG- 
GESTION OF EXCLUDING DISPUTES REGARDING SEA BOUNDARIES 
WHICH HAD ARISEN PRIOR TO THE ENTRY INTO FORCE OF AN LOS 
CONVENTION. THE GROUP WAS INFORMED THAT, AT THE BEGINNING 
OF THE INTERSESSIONAL MEETING IN FEBRUARY, AMERASINGHE 
PLANS TO ASK FOR COMMENTS ON DISPUTE SETTLEMENT AND TO 
DISCUSS THESE COMMENTS NEAR THE END OF THE MEETING. 

11. G-5 SOLIDARITY. FRANCE AND USSR SUPPORTED, AND OTHERS 
POSED NO OBJECTION TO, US VIEW THAT, SUBSTANTIVE DIFFER- 
ENCES ASIDE, NO G-5 MEMBER SHOULD CRITICIZE OUTSIDE OF THE 
GROUP ANY OTHER’S POSITION ON MATTERS OF VITAL INTEREST. 
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